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other. In the classical period this adjustment became
more imperative, and the measurements of the temple
base and of the peristyle were consequently quite as im-
portant as those of the cella. From a study of the pro-
portions of classical temples1 it may be gathered that the
fundamental ratio was sometimes taken from the rectangle
made by the lowest step of the krepidoma, in other cases
it was derived from the stylobate and occasionally from
the axes of the corner columns. The most convenient
basis for exact measurement was the stylobate, and this
seems to have furnished the standards in Hellenistic and
Roman times.

The stylobate rectangle shows various forms. In the
archaic period it often approximated the ratio 8:1;
classic stylobates showed usually a more contracted
rectangle of about 2.50:1; Hellenistic stylobates meas-
ured about 2:1. Exceptions to this general rule were,
however, so frequent that Perrot2 hesitates to assign to
the general proportions of the plan of a temple any chrono-
logical value. There is little reason to believe that the
rectangle with a ratio known as the ugolden section'*
figured either theoretically or practically in the stylobate
plans of Greek temples.8

The plan of the temple cella varied like that of the
stylobate, from a long rectangle to one whose length was
double its breadth. Regulations for the subdivision of
the cella are given by Vitruvius,4 who assigns to the naos
a, length equivalent to one and a quarter times the
breadth of the cella, and to the combined depth of

1 Lloyd-Penrose, 111-116; Lloyd-Cockerell, 63-04.

2 Perrot et Chipiez, VII, 551.

8 Schultz, 10.                                            * Vitruvius, IV, 4,1.